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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 16, line 3 and 19, line 3 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

Presently there is claimed "ones of the" anchor points. This should be replaced 
with - - respective - -. This correction adds clarity and readability. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 2 and 7-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Examiner understands from Applicant's Remarks in the amendment filed 
1 1/14/05, that only one of the three OR the four point belts need to be able to be 
selected and an additional five point arrangement as a second "option". 
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Claim 2 is unclear. In claim 2, Examiner believes that claim 2 is claiming that 
there are both 3 and 4 point arrangements claimed and the occupant has the option of 
both a 3 and a 4 point arrangement, however, as presently worded in claim 1 and claim 
2, there has not positively been claimed both a 3 and a 4 point belt arrangement at this 
point. Examiner suggests the term "both" be used (as originally filed) in addition to 
claiming that there are both 3 and 4 points positively claimed and are both options. 

Claim 7 is unclear. First, there should be language to state that the first and 
second leg portions are adjacent "after the belts are connected". Furthermore, this is 
only true in a 4 point installation arrangement and the language of claim 4 which is "one 
of either... 3 or 4" does not positively claim a 4 point installation. 

Claims 8 and 12, lines 14 are unclear. There is claimed a "second three-point 
arrangement". The language earlier in the claim which is "one of either a 3 or 4" has not 
previously claimed a first 3 point arrangement, therefore it is unclear to claim a second 3 
point arrangement. Examiner has considered claims 8 and 12 to claim first and second 
three point arrangement for Examining purposes in this Action. 

Claims 9 and 10 repeat the issue that 2 three point arrangements have not been 
positively claimed. 

Claim 13, line 12 is unclear. The term "a connector of the plurality of anchor 
points" is unclear that the connecter does not "connect the anchor points". The 
connector, as Examiner understands, the connector is the dual buckle that allows for 
the attachment of each buckle from each 3 point arrangement. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 3,8,9,13,14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Martin (USPN 3,052,432). 

Martin was discussed in the First Office Action, but is used in this new rejection. 

Martin discloses a restraint system for a vehicle seat that provides a seat 
occupant options for multiple seat belt arrangements, the restraint system comprising a 
plurality of anchor points at predetermined location about the seat for seat belt webbing. 
The arrangement of Martin could be arranged a one of a three or a four point 
arrangement. At least a four point arrangement is shown in Figure 2 if the anchor point 
between the legs of the occupant is not used, which would be an "option" of the 
occupant. Also, there is a five point arrangement that is an option of the occupant. The 
seat has opposed lateral sides, the plurality of anchor points comprise a pair of points 
along each side of the seat, and the seat belt webbing includes a first belt member each 
side of the seat extending between one of the pairs of anchor points along one side of 
the vehicle seat, and a second belt member extending between the other of the pairs of 
anchor points along the other side of the seat. 
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The Martin arrangement has the "option" for the occupant to arrange either 
multiple 3 point arrangements, a four point arrangement and a five point arrangement 
(this is a total of 4 "options"). 

The connector (16) allows for a left shoulder belt and right and left laps belts (one 
3 point), a right shoulder belt and right and left lap belts (a second 3 point symmetrical 
to the first), both shoulder belts and lap belts (a four point) and then an additional belt 
between the legs (a five point). This connector has at least a dual buckle to each of the 
tongues in the five point arrangement. 

The vehicle seat includes seat framework and the vehicle seat is mounted within 
the vehicle having a vehicle structure and the anchor points are mounted to one of the 
seat framework and the vehicle structure. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1 ,4-6 and 20-34 are allowed. 

Claim 12 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Claims 2,7,10-1 1,15-17 and 19 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

Examiner has considered Applicant's arguments, but they are considered moot in 
view of the new rejections made in this action. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Tucker (USPN 5,306,044), Miculici et al. (USPN 5,449,223), 
Czapski (USPN 5,472,260), Clune (USPN 6,293,588), David (USPN 6,338,529), Van 
Druff et al. (USPN 6,367,882), Roychoudhury et al. (USPN 6,786,510), Vits et al. 
(USPUB 2003/0173817). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George D. Spisich whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-6676. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00 to 6:30 
except alt. Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (571) 272-6669. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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